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PRELIMINARY DRAFT

INTRODUCTION

Objectives

The SHA requested an archaeological investigation of those
areas of the Catoctin National Historic District to be impacted
by the dualization of U.S. Route 15. The areas affected consisted of
the right of way of the proposed alignment which proceeded through
the heart of the Catoctin Furnace iron-working complex, a late 18th
to early 20th centuries site.

The objectives of the archaeological investigation were to
carry out to the extent applicable the archaeological requirements
contained in the Memorandum of Agreement between the SHA and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Kay 28, 1978)-

The requirements of the Agreement were designed to mitigate the
adverse effects of the road dualization on the archaeological resources
of the site as follows:

1. To complete the archaeological survey to identify all cultur-
al and hisotrical aspects of the District.

2. To relocate the graves situated within the existing corridor.

3. To design a monitoring program to assess the effect of site
excavation and burial on sites within the District, and

4. To outline the plans for the conservation, storag and dis- .
position of all artifacts retrieved from the sites within the
District.

The writers, who had excavated at the Catoctin Furnace site
since 1975 were requested to conduct the archaeological mitigation
excavation.

Methodology

Prior to the beginning of excavation a Sites Specifications
and Research Designs paper was prepared and submitted to the
Advisory Council in accordance with 36CPC Part 66 "Recovery of
Scientific, Prehistoric, Historic and Archaeological Data: Methods,*
Standards and Reporting Requirements" (Orr, et al, July 12, 1979)-
The specifics of methodology used for each site unit is discussed
along with an account of the excavations (see below).
In general the approach was to bring together the specialists
in the fields required by the Agreement. The investigating team
included a geologist, a geological botanist, a ceramist, a physical
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anthropologist, industrial archaeologist, conservator and a team
of SHA Soils and Foundations boring engineers.

1 Results

Three excavating teams and the specialists mentioned above
were assembled and excavations began in July 1979* The investigation
of 13 sites continued through the summer and fall of 1979- Two
sites were not completed due to the exhaustion of funds pior to
gaining the mitigation objectives. These were: Check 3i 18FR320,
iron-working site excavated by John Milner Associates (Team A ) , and
Check 6, 18FR323, burial site, excavated by Mid-Atlantic
Research. An interim report was submitted (Orr, et al, Jan. 30,
1980). Funds were provided and the burial was completed in the
Spring of 1980 with Orr & Son as Consultant. However, the completion
of Check 3 site is still pending. The finds of the 1979 excavation
are in the charge of the State Archaeologist. The skeletal material
of both the 1979 and the 1980 excavations are in the charge of
the Head Curator of Physical Anthropology at the Smithsonian
Institution.
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MITIGATION-SUMMARIES AND SITE SWTHESIS

Mitigation Summaries

Archaeological mitigation consists of approaches and devices
for lessening the adverse effect of the impact of construction OR
archaeological resources (Advisory Council on Historic Preservation,
Jan. 30, 1979; pp.6074-6077). The nature of the adverse effect
on archaeological sites of the construction for the dualization of
U.S. Route 15 was determined in the 1977 intensive survey (Orr and
Son, August 1977). The basic objectives of this report are
(1) to determine the extent to which the 1979 excavations satisfied
the mitigation requirements of the project, and (2) to define and
propose additional mitigation activities if required for the project.*
Following is a short summary of the mitigation factors for each
site in the 1979 project - the excavations of which are discussed
in Parts 1, 2, and 3 of this report. The mitigation requirements
for the project were spelled out in a paper which was submitted to
the Advisory Countil on Historic Preservation prior to the beginning
of excavations in July 1979 (Orr et. a_l, July 12, 1979), and are
reviewed with the 1979 excavations in this report.

. Check 3. Iron-working Site (18FR320). The "forqe"
located in the eastern area of the site,was determined to be un-
affected by the proposed road construction and its contingency
funds were alloted to the excavation of the "Old Forge" in the
western area. (John Milner Associates report is Part 2 of this paper)

Due to the extent and complexity of features in the western
area of the site they couldn't be satisfactorily mitigated within
the alloted time. Specifically, the impacted area of the site
represented a multi-purpose iron-working unit(s) with many of its
functions, such ae water-power pits, forge hammer location, and
the like, still to be unearthed.

*An interim report defined the time and_cos.t of the additional
mitigation activities defined herein as necessary (Orr, Jan. 30, 1980)
As of the date of the present paper the excavation of the burial
ground Check 6 (Part 3) has been completed.
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Edward Heite, industrial archaeologist of the project, has indicated
that a logical paradigm for the "Old Forge" site iB the Charlottesburg
Middle Forge (northern Mew Jersey). Here a series of small water
wheels on each side of a structure powered hammers, bellows, and
other machinery of an iron-working unit. ( Lenik, 1974)

The site represents a series of interrelated early period
features which will be impacted by overlay of Alignment 1. These
features are unique and not likely to be duplicated outside of the
impacted area in other part6 of the Catoctin Furnace site. Since
the historical information which they contain forms a valuable
and not otherwise available portion of the Catoctin Furnace record
it is proposed that additional time be allowed for excavation and
analysis in order to complete the mitigation of the site.
It is noted that the mitigation of the Auburn Dam has been completed
BE a result of the present excavations of Orr and Son team (Check 17,
Trenches 6 and 7) and Orr and Son, 1977, intensive survey (pp.8-17);
but that excavations under the Dam are called for.

It is understood that closest cooperation between the
principal investigator, and the project industrial archaeologist
and records analyst will be required to achieve the desired
mitigation of the site

Oral history and land records data seek to identity 1-h?
.functions, location, and time period of the features to amplify
and confirm interpretations of the archaeological data.

Check 4. The Spring-Bathhouse Site (18FR321). It is believed
that the archaeological findings at this site provide satisfactory
mitigation for the adverse effects produced by the overlay burial
of this site by the proposed road building. However, oral history
data is particularly needed to interpret the 19th century features
and materials found in abundance in this site. Since the site was
utilised until about 1915 much data is expected for the Bathhouse
period from the Oral History project proposed.* • Land records
research has already given some data in the form of the Fitzhugh-
McPherson surveys map of 1B58 (volunteer information provided by
Mrs. Marie Burns). An organized study on this subject (Orr,Feb.8, 1980]
will be of greatest importance in substantiating archaeological
interpretations. The site has been selected for • monitoriration
(see below). The site was excavated by Orr and Son (Part 1 ) .

Check 5. Amerindian Site (18FR322). This site was an Archiic

*See Orr, et al, Jan. 30, 19^0 proposal,



Period transient camp. Since it is likely that little or no permanent
or semi-permanent structures were used it is recommended that no
further archaeological investigations be considered necessary
for mitigation purposes. (Mid-Atlantic Archaeological Research, Part 3)|

Check 6. Historic Cemetery Site (18FR32 3). Twenty-six
burials were removed by Mid-Atlantic Archaeological Research, Inc.
in the 1979 excavation and an additional 9. burials were ex-
cavated. The remains are now in the Laboratory of Physical
Anthropology, Smithsonian Institution, where all adult skulls
have been identified as negroid by Dr. Lawrence Angel, Chief Curator
(Appendix C). It vtas obligatory to remove all skeletal material
in cemeteries and steps ' were taken by SHA to clear the right
of way through a Second

excavati©n b5 MAAR in the spring of 1980. .

Check 7. Miner's House (18FR324). The "yard" of this site
within the right of way was excavated by MAAR adjacent to tht
foundation of the so-called Carty House. The features found,
including a subsurface trash deposit, brick walk and slab and
postholes associated with tht house structure, as i*ell a innumerable
-3Osthole tests defined the nature of the area to be impacted ry
zhe construction of Alignment 1. No further ex-, vation ie considtred
.acessary to assure the ar^at 63-iefactory mitigation. However,
lie State Archaeologist and Revisory Panel of the project requested
cnat the protection of the house foundation (on the edge uf tne
..-ight Oil way) be assured by filling w:\th sand. At present the
•auvice of the Bureau ol Soii.s \r.r? Foundations in being sought in
:e<ard to the best methed of protecting this sice from possible
.?>:.r.atruction damage when actual road construction begins.

Check 9. Lime-tone Quarry (18FR325). The aborted limestone quarry
reveal sufficient details concerning its archaeological situation
t:> be considered sufficiently mitigaied for the overlay impact
antisipaced as a result of the construction of Alignment 1
(Orr and Son, Part 4 ) .

Check 10. Exhumed Cemetery(18FR326). This site did not require
mitigation as it represented a family cemetery (not an historic
site). If skeletal material remained following its exhumation by a
SHA crew several years ago, there is no evidence of this or likelyhood
of such being disturbed by the proposed impact of the area in roar
construction. (Orr and Son, Part 1).
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